will ensure that the results of this study are robust for effective clinical decision making. On this view, we raise 2 points to qualify the robustness of the results.
There is no clear description of an assessment of transitivity in the article. This is a concern because it implies that transitivity may not have been considered. The inclusion of RCTs of "disc herniation-induced sciatica patients . . . for the purpose of providing a high quality NMA and lowering potential heterogeneity" 3(p3) may be an implicit reference to the evaluation of transitivity. Nonetheless, the lack of clarity obscures our understanding of whether this evaluation occurred. An explicit description is fundamental to determining the robustness of these results. We encourage the authors to make explicit how they evaluated transitivity?
The authors provide a singular assessment of consistency using the net-heat plot. We encourage further evaluation because inconsistency may manifest as a result of chance or fail to be detected 1 -situations that are best accounted for by a composite approach. We refer to the excellent overview by Efthimiou et al 1 for guidance with available methods.
We acknowledge that the structure of the networks in this article makes assessment of consistency difficult in practice. Yet this also highlights the importance of a thorough evaluation of transitivity. In such networks, without direct comparisons, the validity of the indirect comparisons relies solely on transitivity being upheld. Furthermore, the paucity of closed loops of evidence makes inconsistency less detectable. In such cases, the manual evaluation of transitivity may be the only means of ensuring the validity of the results.
This study has the potential to immediately influence clinical decision making. Accordingly, it is important that the results are robust. If the transitivity assumption cannot be shown to hold, then we must conclude that the results of this study may be biased, in which case, they unfortunately have little utility for clinical decision making. 
Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The authors declared the following potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article: MKB wrote the first draft of the manuscript. JHM contributed importantly to the manuscript for intellectual content and style. 
